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was an enormous outburst of popular emotions and passions
which completely carried away the socialists in Parliament.
They saw in their minds their country overrun and their homes
and families threatened by a ruthless enemy who was hateful to
all democrats for his tyranny. The main fault of the leaders,
therefore, was that they did not resist the impact of mass-hysteria.
On the other hand, it is understandable that the great mass of the
people was quite unable to find out the truth and act accordingly
in that critical hour. The enormous majority had never bothered
in the least about international affairs, and had not the slightest
idea of the real situation. Even most of the democratic leaders
were rather ignorant in this respect, and a few of them were in-
fected by nationalism themselves* The average democratic
politician^ moreover, had grown up in the belief that the people
was always right, and that his duty was simply to do what the
people wanted. In normal times this illusion was not so dan-
gerous because errors of popular opinion could be criticized by
all the means of public discussion, and saner views could be
spread before it was too late. At this moment this was out of the
questionas the Government had the power to suppress all criticism.
Particularly condemnable, however, was the attitude of the
greatest German scholars, writers and artists who vied in expres-
sions of the most violent nationalism, vicious vituperations of the
enemies and the most absurd national self-praise.1
The tragic helplessness of great democratic parties in a most
critical time was again demonstrated after the war. In 1930 the
central government of Germany was still dominated by the Social
Democrats. The economic crisis compelled the Government to
work out a bill regarding unemployment insurance which would
have burdened the workers with a sacrifice equivalent to a
reduction of wages by 2 per cent. All the socialist ministers,
except the Minister of Labour, consented to the bill; but the
opposition of the Trade Unions forced the socialists to resign. They
thereby abdicated voluntarily and for good, and thus paved the
way for the enemies of democracy.2 In Prussia for some time
1 Many proofs can be found in the work of a scholar who opposed the war mentality
of the great majority of his colleagues. Cf. Georg Fr. Nicolai, Biologic des Krisge$> 1919,
vol. i, pp. 7, 311.
* Otto Braun, the principal leader of the socialists, blames the doctrinaire
obstinacy of those trade unionists who wanted to shirk the responsibilities of govern-
ment from fear of the Communists. Cf. Otto Braun, Vm Weimar zu Hitler, 1940,
p. 2952. In post-war Austria there was at first a coalition between the two great
parties, the Social Democrats and the Christian Socials, and the Social Democrats
played the leading part. Soon, however, they left the government and went into
opposition, mainly under pressure of their own left wing, and though some time later
they seemed disposed to form a new coalition, this failed mainly owing to the